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THE RHODE ISLAND VICTIMS OF
THE WORLD TRADE CENTER DIS-
ASTER

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Rhode Island (Mr.
LANGEVIN) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, 1
month ago a grave injustice was per-
petrated on the American people. We
were deeply saddened by the loss of
several thousand brave Americans who
will be missed terribly by their friends
and families. In a community as close-
knit as Rhode Island, our stinging loss
was even more personal.

I would like to take this opportunity
to remember seven men and women
from our great State who we lost in
this tragedy.

David Angell was a native of Rhode
Island who rose to prominence in the
television industry and was the execu-
tive producer of the popular show
“Frazier,” a wonderful tribute to his
talent and hard work. He was traveling
with his wife, Lynn, back to California
after vacationing in New England with
his brother, Kenneth A. Angell, former
auxiliary bishop for the Roman Catho-
lic Diocese of Providence.

Carol Bouchard lived in my home-
town of Warwick, and worked as an
emergency services secretary at Kent
County Memorial Hospital. I spoke to
her husband of 2 years, who wants ev-
eryone to know what a wonderful
woman Carol was.

She was traveling with her friend,
Renee Newell from the City of Cran-
ston, who was a customer service agent
for American Airlines. Renee’s husband
of 10 years, Paul, would like people to
know that she was not only a dedicated
wife and mother, but also a proud air-
line employee. These two friends were
combining a business trip for Renee
with a brief vacation in Las Vegas.

Michael Gould was an employee of
Cantor Fitzgerald on the 104th floor of
the World Trade Center. He grew up in
Newport, Rhode Island, where his
mother still resides. After graduating
from Villanova University in 1994, he
went to work in the financial sector,
first in New York and then in San
Francisco. Michael had just returned
to New York in June.

Amy Jarret, of North Smithfield,
worked as a dedicated flight attendant
for United Airlines. She began working
there after she graduated from
Villanova University. She was aboard
the Boston to Los Angeles Flight 175.

Sean Nassaney of Pawtucket, Rhode
Island, was 25 years old and already a
sales manager for American Power
Conversion. He graduated cum laude
from Bryant College in 1998, spent a
year in Australia, and then enrolled in
the MBA program at Providence Col-
lege. Sean and his girlfriend, Lynn
Goodchild, were on United Flight 175
en route to Hawaii.

Mr. Speaker, these men and women
are only a few of the victims of the
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tragedy that struck America 1 month
ago. They will be sadly missed. Today,
I want to honor and remember and cel-
ebrate their lives. As our Nation copes
with the events of September 11, we
should take comfort in the knowledge
that the American principles of free-
dom and tolerance, democracy, will not
be overcome by terrorism.

I offer my sincere condolences and
support to the family and friends of
David and Lynn Angell, Carol Bou-
chard, Sean Nassaney, Amy Jarret,
Renee Newell, and Michael Gould, and
to all of those who have lost loved ones
in the tragedy of September 11. We re-
main confident, though, that together
we will persevere.

—

AMERICA’S SECURITY IN THE
AIRLINE INDUSTRY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2001, the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. INSLEE) is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader.

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Speaker, this
evening several of us have come to the
floor to talk about what many of us be-
lieve is the most pressing responsi-
bility of the U.S. Congress right now;
that is, our security, and particularly
our security in our airline industry.

We believe that Congress should act
very promptly; in fact, the other
Chamber has passed a bill. But to date,
although we are 30 days past Sep-
tember 11-plus, we still have not had a
vote in this Chamber to increase how
we deal with safety in our airlines.
That is extremely disappointing, be-
cause we have had a lot of other votes
here in the House in the last month,
but we still have not dealt with some
very, very huge holes in our airline se-
curity provisions.

Tonight, we are going to start by
talking about perhaps one of the most
glaring loopholes in our airline secu-
rity system, and that is the loophole
that unfortunately allows bags with
explosive devices to go into the lug-
gage compartments of airplanes.

The sad fact is that Congress needs
to act and act promptly and aggres-
sively to make sure that baggage that
goes into the belly of an airplane is
screened for explosive devices. The rea-
son we need to act is that the airlines
themselves have not provided a com-
prehensive 100 percent screening by
any measure, any technology, even a
visual inspection of the bags that go
into the luggage compartment of our
airlines. It is a glaring omission, and
Congress needs to act.

We believe that we ought to this
week include in our airline security
package a provision that, by law, re-
quires 100 percent of the bags, not just
the carry-on bags, which are currently
screened, but in fact the bags that go
down the conveyer belt and go into the
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belly of our aircraft, to be screened.
Right now only a small percentage,
only a small percentage of those bags
are screened by x-ray or other tech-
nology for explosive devices.

Mr. Speaker, I have to tell the Mem-
bers, it is clear to me that the Amer-
ican public has an expectation that
bombs are going to be kept out of the
baggage that goes on the airplanes
with them. That is a reasonable expec-
tation, it is a commonsense expecta-
tion, but it is not being met by the air-
line industry. So the U.S. House of
Representatives this week mneeds to
pass a bill and a statute that will re-
quire that we use the technology to in
fact do that screening.

The good news is that we have excel-
lent technology that can do this. We
have several types of machines that,
with a very high degree of confidence,
can determine whether there is an ex-
plosive device in the baggage before it
gets on the airplane. We simply need a
law that will in fact require that those
machines be used universally. We have
100 percent coverage in this regard.

We have introduced or the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. STRICKLAND)
and about 30 others of us have intro-
duced a bill, the Baggage Screening
Act, which will accomplish that. We
hope that this bill, or the fundamentals
of it, will be included in the airline se-
curity bill when it comes to the floor
this week.

But there are a host of airline secu-
rity issues, and I would like to yield to
the gentleman from Rhode Island (Mr.
LANGEVIN), who has been showing lead-
ership on this issue, for his comments.

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman for yielding to
me.

I, too, would like to join with my col-
leagues, and many other colleagues, in
calling for greater security at our air-
lines.

September 11 was a tragic day in this
Nation’s history. Let us take a strong
lesson that we need to join together
and focus attention on the problem of
airline security to reinstill confidence
in our travelers, in the knowledge that
when they board an aircraft they do so
in safety, and that they will arrive
safely to their destination.

Mr. Speaker, there are a number of
things that we can do to improve air-
line security, the most important of
which, I think, as a first step, is that
we federalize airline screeners.

We want people there who are totally
focused on ensuring the utmost safety
for those who are entering the airports
and who are entering our airlines, who
will be boarding our planes. We want
people there that are motivated not by
a company that is only motivated by
profits, but are there, again, totally fo-
cused on security. Federalizing those
employees is the best way to get us
there.

Mr. Speaker, as my colleagues stat-
ed, we have dealt with a number of
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bills since September 11. We need now
to take up this issue in legislation in
improving our airline security.

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for sharing those ideas.
If people heard the gentleman from
Rhode Island (Mr. LANGEVIN) talking
about the tragedy and some of the
folks lost September 11, it seems to me
that it is incumbent on us to get ahead
of the wave of terrorism to prevent this
from occurring.

We are confident that in the airline
security bill that the House will pass
we are going to deal effectively with
the manner of this horrendous attack;
namely, someone getting into the
cockpit.

We have already started to introduce
into the industry some measures to
keep people out of the cockpit. On the
flight I was on from Seattle to Dulles
yesterday, there was a bar, a new bar
that they have put across the door that
United is putting on to keep people
from bashing down the door.
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So we think we are going to be suc-
cessful in preventing people from in-
truding in the cockpit, getting ahold of
these planes and turning them into
missiles, but what we are concerned
about, we are concerned if the U.S.
House does not act about the next type
of strategy and tactic that the terror-
ists could use, which potentially could
be to put a bomb in an airplane, and
unless we have a hundred percent
screening of baggage that goes into the
luggage compartment, we are not going
to have a degree of confidence that we
need to make sure that airlines are
safe.

So we need to get ahead of the terror-
ists, not be one step behind them. We
need to be one step ahead of them, and
we have certainly learned since the
Lockerbie bombing that this is a nec-
essary step.

I would like to yield to the cosponsor
of the Baggage Screening Act and lead-
er on this issue, the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. STRICKLAND).

Mr. STRICKLAND. Mr. Speaker, I
want to thank my friend from Wash-
ington State for yielding.

The fact is that we believe the Amer-
ican traveling public has a right to be
fully informed about the safety and se-
curity measures that are available to
them, as well as those that are not in
place, as they make decisions regard-
ing whether they want to fly on an air-
plane. The fact is that today flying is
somewhat safer than it was prior to
September 11, but there is so much
more that we need to do that we have
not yet done.

Every flight should have a marshal
on that flight that is trained and
armed and fully prepared to protect the
passengers and the pilots. That is
basic.

Every flight should be a flight where
the baggage that is carried on board
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has been thoroughly screened so that
we know that knives or guns or other
weapons have not been taken aboard
that airplane.

Another thing that needs to be done,
and quite frankly where there is great
resistance, is making sure that all the
luggage that is placed in the belly of
that plane, in the cargo space, is thor-
oughly inspected before it is placed on
that plane.

Last week, when we discussed this
matter in this Chamber, we talked
about the fact that we are currently in-
specting approximately 5 percent of the
luggage that is being placed in the
cargo sections of airplanes. And the
next day, I got a call from a young man
from the State of New York; and he
said, Congressman, I am outraged, be-
cause I am planning a vacation in No-
vember. And I plan to take my family
on an airplane. I had no idea that the
luggage that is placed on the airlines is
not currently checked.

The fact is that most of it is not
checked, and we will never be as safe
and secure as we can be and should be
until we address this gaping hole in our
security system.

I would like to share with my friend
from Washington State an editorial
that was in today’s Columbus, Ohio,
Dispatch newspaper. They asked the
question, ‘“What security?” And I
would read just a few paragraphs from
this editorial.

The editorial begins: ‘‘Last week,
Americans learned about corporations
engaging in what has to be the most
outrageous disregard for public safety
displayed by any business in years. As
Americans now know, travelers who
believe that baggage was routinely X-
rayed were enjoying a false sense of se-
curity.”

The fact is that most Americans, I
think, believe that when they go to an
airport and they check their baggage
they assume that before that baggage
is placed on that airplane that it will
be screened; and it is not. What hap-
pened over Lockerbie, Scotland, which
cost so many young lives, was a suit-
case bomb that had been placed in the
cargo of that airplane. And last week
we met with two fathers who lost sons
in that terrible tragedy. One lost a 20-
year-old son and one lost a 24-year-old
son. These two fathers stood outside
this Capitol building and shared with
us the fact that they had worked for
the last 13 years trying to get this
changed so that other parents would
not have to face the kind of sadness
and tragedy that they faced.

Yet the airlines have consistently
fought this commonsense procedure.
We need to do this, and we need to
make this a part of the airline security
bill that this House passes.

Before I yield back to my friend, I
would just like to say this. We have
done a lot in this Chamber since Sep-
tember 11. We have dealt with a lot of
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things. We passed a $15 billion bailout
for the airline industry. We have at-
tended to some other national needs,
but the American people want to feel
they are safe. And people who fly on
our airlines want to feel that we have
done everything that we can prac-
tically do to make sure they are safe.

Yet there is great resistance in this
Chamber, and I am sad to say that
most of that resistance is coming from
the leadership on the other side of the
aisle. They do not want to federalize
this security force. They do not want
to pass this legislation that will guar-
antee that all luggage is screened.

I would just like to share one other
paragraph from the Columbus Dispatch
editorial before I yield my time back.

The editorial ends this way: “Will
there be no end to the revelations of
how poorly the Federal Government,
airport security workers, and airlines
have handled the job of protecting pas-
sengers? How many other rules are not
being enforced? How much evidence do
House Republicans need to convince
them that only a top-notch security
force, paid by the taxpayers and not
hired by the low-bid contractors, will
make the airlines as safe as possible? A
bill passed by the Senate and pending
in the House would federalize airport
security. The House should stop play-
ing politics with this essential legisla-
tion and pass it.”

I say amen to what the Columbus
Dispatch has written in their editorial.
This is something we need to do, and
we need to do it expeditiously. And
lives can be saved if we act; and I be-
lieve if we fail to act, American lives
will be lost.

I yield back to my friend from Wash-
ington State.

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. STRICK-
LAND), always a good voice for common
sense; and this is basically common
sense. When I have talked to people
about this, they say, of course they
should be screened, there is absolutely
no reason not to screen this; and I ap-
preciate the gentleman’s comments.

I just want to share one piece of good
news on this issue.

The good news is that through Amer-
ican genius of developing technology,
we have machines that work tremen-
dously. They can screen somewhere be-
tween 500 and 800 bags an hour. They
have an extremely high rate of success
in finding explosive materials. All we
have to do is make sure they are in the
airports and they are turned on.

Several years ago, the Federal Gov-
ernment gave the airlines about $400
million worth of these machines, about
100 plus of these machines. Unfortu-
nately, many of them sat there and
have not been used. So incredibly, the
Federal Government has given the air-
lines these machines and they have sat
there in a corner and people are not
using them.
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The good news is that the FAA has
ordered people to start using those as
close to 100 percent as they can now,
but we need to get more of these won-
derful machines. Put American tech-
nology to work. There is good news
here if we will do our jobs.

Mr. Speaker, I want to yield to the
gentleman from Connecticut (Mr.
LARSON). I want to note too that Con-
necticut is the home of our insurance
industry.

There is an aspect of the economic
security for the whole country in mak-
ing sure we do not let bombs get into
baggage, that is, if another plane or
two goes down, not only will we have
insurance claims, we will have a loss of
the whole airline industry. We need the
airline industry to get behind this bill
to say that all of us should be partici-
pating in the screening. A man from
the insurance industry I know under-
stands that.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Connecticut (Mr. LARSON).

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Mr.
Speaker, I would like to thank the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. INSLEE)
for his outstanding leadership on this
issue. I rise to associate myself with
the comments of him and the gen-
tleman from Rhode Island (Mr.
LANGEVIN) and the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. STRICKLAND), the gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE),
and the gentleman from Mississippi
(Mr. SHOWS), which follow in what the
gentleman has rightly put forward is a
very commonsense approach.

Since September 11, clearly the world
as we have known previously has
changed in dramatic fashion. Thomas
Friedman wrote in The New York
Times that if we are to point fingers
and look for blame, one of the areas we
ought to look to is failure of imagina-
tion, failure to think through the po-
tential of what could happen.

This very commonsense proposal
does not require an awful lot of imagi-
nation. What it requires is the will to
step forward and recognize in a very
pragmatic fashion what needs to be
done in the country immediately. And
as we take up the issue of airport secu-
rity, whether it be marshals on planes,
whether it be cockpit security, whether
it be the use of greater technology, this
is something that the American public
is insisting upon.

We cannot expect to go forward and
have tourism continue at its pace pre-
viously or commerce and business to
travel across this Nation if we are not
willing in this body to put forward leg-
islation that as the gentleman has put
forward, would provide us with the
most up-to-date technological ability
of screening and also federalizing our
airports in such a manner that we
know we are getting the kind of scru-
tiny and security that the American
public demands.

Why do they demand it? Because our
televisions, our cable TV broadcasts
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are replete with what has happened
since September 11. And the concerns
have been put out there. They were elo-
quently stated by the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. STRICKLAND), and these need
to be addressed in a very commonsense
manner. To move away from an impor-
tant security issue at a time when we
are focusing on homeland defense just
makes no sense whatsoever.

I conduct hearings back in my dis-
trict and have met with local munic-
ipal officials. Truly this is another area
of frontline defense. And if we are not
taking every precaution necessary at
our airports to make sure that people
are safe and secure while traveling,
then who but to blame then the United
States Congress for not taking the ap-
propriate action.

I commend the gentleman for his per-
sistency in this issue. For more often
than not in a legislative body it is per-
sistency that counts. It is making sure
that the public understands that this
issue is not going to go away, and it is
incumbent upon the public to contact
their local Congressman.

So for those of you who are listening
tonight and are interested in this sub-
ject matter, do not write the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. INSLEE).
He is a supporter of this. Write your
local Congressman. Talk about this im-
portance too with them. Send them a
letter. Call them on the telephone. The
pressure has to come from the bottom
up in order for us to move legislation
in this body.

If there is one lesson that we have
learned, the silver lining in September
11, is a renewed interest on the part of
the public, an understanding that we
no longer can be passive participants
and defer responsibility to someone
else, but have to take the steps our-
selves to get involved in our commu-
nity, to get involved in our State, to
get involved in our Nation. We can do
that very easily by picking up the
phone, by writing a letter, by sending
an e-mail and supporting this key piece
of legislation.

Again, I want to commend the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. INSLEE)
for his outstanding work in this area
and his persistency.

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman very much for that elo-
quent comment. I agree, we have no ge-
nius here. This is a commonsense idea,
and we will try to be persistent.

I have got to note, I think the ques-
tion if the House fails in this charge to
do this, people are going to ask why
are we spending millions of dollars to
make sure people have the nail clippers
taken away from them when they go
through the passenger screening sys-
tem. And then we have a big barn door
that is open that allows people to put
40 pounds of C4 explosive in their bags
and take down the plane. The does not
make any sense whatsoever.

The reason the people need to know
this sort of dirty little secret here, the
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reason this has not happened to date is
the airlines have not wanted to spend a
buck to do this. We are talking about
maybe $2 a passenger to do this. That
security is worth $2 a passenger. Be-
lieve me, I think I can state that I have
600,000 constituents, and I think every
one of them agrees with this propo-
sition. We need to make sure that voice
is heard.

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. INSLEE. I will yield to the gen-
tleman.

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. It has
not been missed on a number of us as
well that since September 11, we have
spent an awful lot of time focusing on
homeland defense and first responders
and appropriately so.

It was not the FBI, the CIA, the FAA,
or the Armed Services that responded
first in the New York, in the fields of
Pennsylvania, or the Pentagon. It was
our frontline individuals. I have met
with them. If we talk to people back in
our home district, and they will quote
us. Take a look at the budget as it ex-
ists today in the Federal Government
as it relates to terrorism and how we
are prepared, we have appropriated
about $8.9 billion, only $300 million of
which gets outside of the Beltway.

To the gentleman’s point about the
reluctance of the airlines and the need
for the Federal Government to step for-
ward here, is that this truly is a front-
line initiative that is going to need the
funding. Now, if that requires, as the
gentleman rightly points out, $2 or $3
more to make sure the cockpit is se-
cure, to make sure we have the kind of
technology available at our airports so
the people feel safe and secure, I think
the American public needs to hear that
debate and that dialogue.
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I believe they are ready to step for-
ward and make sure we embrace safety
and security. That is what September
11 has done, it has gelled us together as
a Nation in patriotic fervor, yes, but
also with the notion of what to do be-
yond this; to make sure in that time-
honored tradition of the Boy Scouts
that we are prepared, and the gentle-
man’s bill prepares us for that future.
And, again, I want to commend the
gentleman.

Mr. INSLEE. I may note, too, that we
hope, particularly for smaller airports,
that there is Federal assistance in fi-
nancing this thing. These machines are
not inexpensive. They are extremely
effective, but they are not inexpensive.
And particularly for our airports that
have limited revenues, we hope the
Federal Government will help in the
acquisition.

We are going to have a stimulus bill
to help stimulate the economy. We
need to stimulate some safety and cre-
ate some jobs building these machines.
And to those people in the airline in-
dustry that say it will take too long to
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build these, we built 12,000 B-24s in 3%
to 4 years during World War II. We can
build a few hundred of these machines
in the next several months to a year,
and we ought to be doing that right
away.

I want to thank the gentleman from
Connecticut (Mr. LARSON), and I now
want to yield to the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE) for her com-
ments.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I would almost say that I am
sorry I had to meet my colleague this
way, this week, this time; but I am cer-
tainly pleased to join my colleagues for
what I consider to be a very, very im-
portant challenge that we have to face.

There have been some different dis-
cussions and different challenges since
September 11; and if my colleagues will
bear with me for a moment, they will
understand the thrust of my remarks
about why we have to be here today to
talk about the federalization of the se-
curity systems at our airports and for
our airlines.

Since September 11, we have con-
fronted the new question of how do we
secure the American people, the Amer-
ican people who trust us and who have
confidence in us and who entrust us
with the responsibilities of govern-
ment. No one could have predicted, at
least we are not casting any accusa-
tions on the terrible and heinous acts
of September 11, but what the Amer-
ican people can ask us for today is that
we act today with deliberateness and
factualness and we act to do the right
thing.

Yesterday, in my district, after hear-
ing of the terrible incident with Sen-
ator DASCHLE, interestingly enough I
was meeting with my emergency per-
sonnel, with physicians, talking about
anthrax. And as we were sitting in a
meeting, several incidents occurred in
our own meeting. A woman got a sub-
stance in the mail; the 911 operator
said go straight to the hospital. She
takes the envelope and winds up shut-
ting down the hospital and having to
decontaminate the patients. So new de-
cisions have to be made, quick deci-
sions have to be made. And later on to-
night we will be discussing this whole
issue of dealing with the Afghan
women and children and trying to nur-
ture them. That means that we are
looking at the world through different
glasses.

I cannot understand for the life of
me, as so many of us get called and
interviewed, I got a news reporter call-
ing me about what am I doing about se-
curity in my office, how are my em-
ployees handling anthrax; and I said I
want them to be safe and secure, we
are following the instructions, but
most of all I want them not to panic,
to be calm. But no one is asking about
why the Senate voted 100 to one to pass
a bill providing a safe pathway for the
thousands and thousands and millions
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and millions of passengers, men,
women and children, families being
united with grandmothers and grand-
fathers, aunts and uncles, going to col-
leges and visiting their young people at
colleges, college people coming home
for holidays; and yet we cannot take
this bill up in the House of Representa-
tives. No one seems to think that that
is an important enough headline to ask
the question.

My good friend from Ohio mentioned
something, and probably someone is
out whispering why did he say that,
friends on the other side of the aisle;
but there comes a time when you must
stand up for the American people. I be-
lieve that we have been most gracious
and most committed and most patri-
otic working with the President, work-
ing with our colleagues on the other
side, saying that we are going to face
terrorism and we are going to look it
in the eye and they are not going to in-
timidate us. But I am sorry, I am over-
whelmed; and that is not a good word,
because it means you are not acting.

But I think we are acting tonight,
and the gentleman is acting; and we
are going to get this bill heard. That
we could have a vote so strong in the
United States Senate, here we are talk-
ing about bicameral and working to-
gether, and yet we come to the House
of Representatives, 435 Members in the
people’s House, who do not even get a
chance to debate this issue, to be able
to stand up for the American people
and tell them we are going to check
those airline bags, those bags going
into the airplane.

I came in from Dulles, and I was
looking at the Japanese airline
counter; and if I am not mistaken, I
saw an X-ray machine outside that
counter. I did not see it outside our
counters, but I saw an X-ray machine
and it had Japanese language on it, so
it means people getting on that plane,
their bags were going through an addi-
tional X-ray machine. This is un-
seemly. And I believe it is time now
that we get the headlines of the Na-
tion’s newspapers. I know the gen-
tleman just read an op-ed piece from
the Columbus Dispatch, but I believe it
is time for our newspapers from Hous-
ton to Seattle to San Francisco to New
York to begin to look at the real issues
that are confronting the American pub-
lic.

People are still not getting on the
planes. And I am the first one to say I
do not want to create panic or
hysteria. I want my constituents to fly.
I am getting on a plane every day. But
there must be this sense of obligation
and responsibility that we have.

New language on the floor of the
House today. We are talking about
helping the Afghan women and chil-
dren and talking about the terrible
Taliban and how we want to make sure
they are no longer in charge. But as we
do those things and talk about anthrax
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and safety and postal rules and regula-
tions, I think it is important that we
bring this bill to the floor of the House.

Let me just simply yield to the gen-
tleman for a question, but first I want
to make a point about this bipartisan-
ship. I am as committed as anyone. I
think we are going to have a debate on
the economic stimulus package. There
are some disagreements there. And I
think the American people need to un-
derstand that this is in keeping with
democracy and what is the right thing
to do; legislation that we worked on to-
tally different, but I am bringing in on
a bipartisan point, H. Con. Res. 228,
dealing with prioritizing the children
who lost parents on that day, trying to
get them the Federal benefits. That
bill is languishing here in the House;
we cannot seem to get that to the fore-
front and to the attention thereof.

Here we are with the bill of the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. INSLEE),
and I want to ask, because I think I
have the right numbers correct, I know
there was a bill we passed 96 to one in
the Senate; but I believe the bill on se-
curity was 100 to one, and the gen-
tleman can correct me, but what has
been the response and where are we in
moving this bill through the House?
Will Members of the House have the op-
portunity to work on behalf of their
constituents to answer the concerns.
As we are stopped at airports all the
time, the concessionaires are telling
me get more people flying, and I am
trying to do that; but what is the sta-
tus of the legislation that we are try-
ing to do here in the House?

Mr. INSLEE. Well, the gentlewoman
is correct. It was 100 to zero, unani-
mous, in the Senate; yet we still have
not had a chance to vote on a security
bill. And that is incredible, because if
this bill was brought to the floor, we
are confident it would pass with over-
whelming bipartisan support. This bill
has bipartisan support, the gentleman
from Connecticut (Mr. SHAYS), the gen-
tlewoman from Maryland (Mrs.
MORELLA), who is a leader on this sub-
ject, has supported this concept. We
will pass this bill with bipartisan sup-
port. The problem is that, unfortu-
nately, some of the leadership in this
Chamber, in the majority party, does
not want this bill and the potential
federalization of this issue to occur, to
even have a vote on it. And I think
that is most unfortunate because we
would pass this bill if we had a chance
to do it.

I have to tell my colleagues that the
people I talk to want to see the Federal
Government assure the flying public
that they have security. And just like
we have Federal employees running the
FBI, just like we have Federal employ-
ees running the FDA, we ought to have
Federal assurance and Federal officers
who are certified and trained and paid
so that they do not have a 400 percent
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turnover, like the people do now run-
ning the airports, so they have a high
level of security.

We have police officers work for us
that work for the city, we have fire de-
partment people that work for the city,
and these people ought to work for us
so that we do not have this private en-
terprise in the mix. Now, there is noth-
ing wrong with private enterprise; but
when it comes to security, this is not a
theoretical experiment. We had an ex-
periment and it ended on September 11.
It failed that model.

Mr. STRICKLAND. Would the gen-
tleman yield for just a moment?

Mr. INSLEE. Certainly.

Mr. STRICKLAND. The fact is the
American people want us to do this.
The American people want to be safe
when they fly. Most American citizens
that I have talked to, who have flown,
some of them for many years, have op-
erated under the belief that when they
took a bag and they checked it in at
the airport that it was screened for ex-
plosives before it was placed aboard
that airplane.

I think this is something that mem-
bers of both parties want. And as the
gentleman said, if we had a chance to
vote, I am absolutely confident that we
would pass this bill overwhelmingly.
But the fact is that a very small mi-
nority of the majority, those in posi-
tions of leadership, are preventing this
legislation from coming to the floor for
a thorough debate and a vote. It just
simply is wrong.

I believe as the American people find
out what is happening they will be-
come enraged and they will start ex-
pressing themselves, so that eventually
we will get this bill passed; but we need
to do it sooner rather than later.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. If the
gentleman will yield.

Mr. INSLEE. Yes.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. I want
to follow through on the gentleman’s
point. We have had some success with
airports opening; but I am told even
today, in visiting National Airport, the
Nation’s jewel as it relates to air trav-
el, and certainly the recognition that
we are looking terrorists in the eye and
we are not going to be intimidated,
that it is practically empty. A part of
the reason, of course, is it deals with
rules they are trying to construct, but
also the desire to fly and coming into
this area. I am almost sure that with
the headline banner of the new federal-
izing of the security, it would make a
world of difference.

I do want to just note that none of us
are condemning the hardworking indi-
viduals who are doing that job now. We
appreciate the work they are doing,
with the training they had, many of
them coming from our respective com-
munities. I want them to know I appre-
ciate them and respect them. I would
hope some of them would be put in a
position to be trained, elevated, pro-
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moted, and given career opportunities.
This is not an argument about those
people who are acting and performing
at the level of their training.

In fact, this morning, coming up
here, I saw that they were putting peo-
ple off the counter because they need
so many people. I recognized people
from the counter who were just stand-
ing trying to be security. That is not
fair to them. And they are doing that
because there is so much load.

So what I would simply say, this is
an effort not to in any way denigrate
anyone who is doing the job within the
realm of their capacity and training.
This is to say that we now speak a dif-
ferent language, we have a better way
to do it, and the way to do it is to pro-
vide the federalization. And it really is
shameful that we would use the issue
of working people and that we do not
want more Federal employees as an
issue to prevent safety here in the
United States.

I thank the gentleman for yielding to
me.
Mr. INSLEE. I will yield to the gen-
tleman from Mississippi (Mr. SHOWS) in
a second, but that is a very important
point. Basically, what we have seen is
what happens when you try to do secu-
rity on the cheap. And we have had this
porous system, and I want to tell my
colleagues how porous it is. I will read
one thing, and perhaps the gentleman
from Mississippi will want to comment
on it.

This is from the New York Times of
October 12, a month after the tragedy.
It says, ‘“‘The security company that
was fined $1.2 million last year and put
on probation for hiring convicted fel-
ons to screen passengers at Philadel-
phia National Airport has continued to
hire screeners without checking wheth-
er they have criminal records, the
United States attorney says. Prosecu-
tors also said the company,” and I will
leave out its name just for the mo-
ment, ‘“had failed to fire the felons it
had already hired and lied to the gov-
ernment about the background checks
it was supposed to be conducting.”

That is an experiment that we had
when we did not have a federalized sys-
tem of dealing with airline security.
That has failed and we need to move
forward. It is regrettable that the lead-
ership of this Chamber has not allowed
the majority will to fix this problem.

With that I wish to yield to a great
leader both on this issue and others,
and the star of our class in 1998, the
gentleman from  Mississippi (Mr.
SHOWS).
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Mr. SHOWS. Mr. Speaker, I agree
with what the gentleman from Wash-
ington is talking about. Being a high-
way commissioner from the State of
Mississippi, we used to accept the low-
est bids on contract work for our high-
way department, the lowest bidder get-
ting the job.
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Basically what has happened in the
airline industry, they are competing
against each other. They know if they
pay the screeners more money than
others are paying, guess who is not
going to get the job. We need to work
out some kind of mechanism to make
sure that the best qualified people get
the job.

People have to feel safe to fly. It is
ridiculous to think we can give billions
of dollars to the airline industry, which
I voted for because I want to help the
airlines. I know what it means to our
country and our commerce in this
country, but for us to do that and not
do the things that we need to do to
make the people feel safe to fly, and I
can tell my colleagues what we can do.
We can take a lot less money and put
that money into making people feel
safe when they get on the plane, and
we will see the airline industry come
back. People will adjust to what it
takes to get prepared to get on an air-
plane. Once they know that they have
to have their bags packed a certain
way, they have to get there early
enough, people will adjust because they
like the convenience and speed of fly-
ing. They can get to their destination
in a day or half a day.

But it is like walking in a neighbor-
hood that one does not feel safe in, peo-
ple are going to go around that neigh-
borhood. Until the people feel safe on
these airlines, and it is just the bill
that the gentleman from Washington
(Mr. INSLEE) is talking about. And I
wish the media would get onto this.
The media is telling bin Laden and the
Taliban more things than I want them
to know. Why is the media not talking
about this?

Mr. Speaker, I have asked the media
to get involved and help promote, and
“promote’ may be the wrong word, but
what is wrong with helping the Amer-
ican people feel safe on the plane?
What is wrong with having Federal em-
ployees doing so many other jobs, and
we are not talking about a huge num-
ber that is going to be added. We just
added billions to what we are talking
about. We want to improve the air-
lines, and we do not want to see Na-
tional desolate, we do not want to see
Orlando desolate, and we want to see
Mississippi and Florida tourism grow-
ing, and the only way to do that is to
make people feel safe. If they feel safe,
they will fly.

Also what country or what state lives
in the most dangerous part of the
world, and that is Israel. How many
planes have they lost or been hijacked
in the last 10-12 years?

We are the only country that does
not pay our screeners and have them as
State or Federal employees. Are we so
much smarter than everybody else that
we do something that nobody else does.
I admit that the United States of
America is the best country in the
world, but we do not have to reinvent
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the wheel. We can look at what works
for Israel and Europe and see what has
happened to them and what has hap-
pened to us.

In closing, I would like to say that
we need to promote the well-being of
our people traveling for the good of
this country, for the good of airlines. I
was in the airport this morning flying
out of Jackson, Mississippi. An em-
ployee, this is one of the people that
actually worked there, I know who he
is, he said, please ask them to fed-
eralize these jobs so we can recruit.
And I am not saying that the ones that
are there are not good people, but they
are paid the minimum wage. How much
interest can they have in their job if
they are being paid minimum wage.

Mr. Speaker, we have a lot of things
that we need to correct, and one of
them is what the gentleman is dis-
cussing, inspecting every bag. A lot of
people think every bag is being
screened right now, and they are not. If
every bag is not screened, this is going
to make travelers even more wary of
getting on a plane. Let us screen every
bag and put the equipment in there.
Let us get the employees that screen
the bags federalized and get them to
where they can make a decent living
and we will not have to make another
bailout because people will fly again.

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Speaker, the low
pay and lack of training has resulted in
300 and 400 percent turnover in the
folks that do the job. What expectation
can one have when the business has 400
percent turnover of its employees.

I was talking to the gentleman from
Washington (Mr. MCDERMOTT). He said
when he got on the plane yesterday, he
took his metallic objects, his phone
and watch, and he tried to put them in
a little cup while he walked through
the Magnometer, but there was no cup.
So he walked through holding his me-
tallic objects. of course the
Magnometer went off like it is sup-
posed to do. The gentleman from Wash-
ington went back to go through the
Magnometer again and the person said,
go ahead, I see that you are holding the
metal, and that is what set it off. But
the fellow who was doing the screening
did not realize that he could have had
a grenade and a .45 caliber Smith &
Wesson, and he did not send this pas-
senger back through the Magnometer.
That is the lack of attention, precision,
acuity that makes this a poor system
at the front end much less at the back
end.

And the gentleman mentioned that
not all of the bags are screened. Almost
90 percent of the bags are not screened.
This is a huge, huge failure. Right now
we are paying attention to the front
door where the passengers walk on, and
we have a back door that is totally
open in the baggage hold.

Mr. SHOWS. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to say I think personally 6 months
from now if we do not do something to
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give the flying public confidence, we
are going to be looking at another bail-
out. I do not believe that airlines can
survive under the environment that is
happening now. People are still not fly-
ing.

I do not want to come back 6 to 8
months from now and have airline
after airline going out of business, and
we have States’ revenue dropping, and
us not have done our job. We ought to
have the opportunity to do that.

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman
for organizing this special order.

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Speaker, I yield to
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. STRICK-
LAND).

Mr. STRICKLAND. Mr. Speaker, I be-
lieve most Americans have thought
that when they go to an airport and
they check their luggage, that it is
screened before it is put on that air-
plane. I think it is a surprise to a lot of
American travelers when they find
that those bags have not been screened.

I would like to share one other para-
graph from this Columbus Dispatch
editorial on airline safety.

This is in today’s Columbus Dis-
patch. They say ‘“The U.S. Transpor-
tation Department’s Inspector General
reported just last Thursday that obser-
vations at seven of the Nation’s 20
highest risk airports found nearly no
screening of checked bags.”” Now, some
time ago, $441 million in tax money
was used to buy 164 high tech bomb de-
tection machines for about 50 airports
and 20 airlines. These largely have been
gathering dust or sitting in ware-
houses. That is why we need a law. We
need to make this mandatory so that
when we go to the airport and get on
an airplane with our families, the peo-
ple we care about, for vacation or busi-
ness or for whatever reason, that we
can believe that our government has
taken those steps that are essentially
necessary for us to be as safe as pos-
sible.

Until we do this, I believe the Amer-
ican public needs to know and to un-
derstand that there is a possibility
that when they get on that airplane, it
may have an explosive device in its
cargo hold. The American people de-
serve that information. I do not want
to scare people either. I want people to
feel like they can fly and fly safely; but
neither do I want to deceive or keep in-
formation from the public. The public
needs to know that when they get on
an airplane today, that it is likely that
at least 95 percent of the luggage that
is in the belly of that plane has not
been screened for explosives.

I go back to what I have said before.
If we pass this legislation, I believe
American lives will be saved. If we ne-
glect to do this, if we play politics with
this issue, if we put it off and put it off,
if we argue about whether or not we
are going to pass a bill or have Federal
employees and this matter is contin-
ually pushed aside, I believe the lives

October 16, 2001

of American citizens will be lost. What
we are dealing with here is a very seri-
ous matter.

Much of what we talk about in this
Chamber and what we vote about does
not have life or death implications, but
this matter has life and death implica-
tions. That is why we should take it se-
riously. That is why I feel strongly
that we should keep at this and every
chance we have to come to the floor
and talk about this issue, that we do it
until the leadership on the other side
of the aisle is willing to bring this bill
to this floor so that we can have a
vote.

We are the representatives of the
American people. We have a responsi-
bility to do all that we can to protect
them. We deserve the right to have this
legislation brought to this floor for a
vote. It is unconscionable that the
leadership on the other side of the aisle
would prevent us from bringing this
vital legislation before this Chamber.

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Speaker, that is
what is disappointing about the cur-
rent state of affairs. The House has
been remarkably united. The Speaker
has done a good job in trying to find a
unified position in dealing with the
international conflict.

Now we are in a situation where
some of the folks in the majority lead-
ership know we are going to pass this
bill if it comes to a vote; and for that
reason they will not allow a vote on it.
There is no other reason to bring this
for a vote. Certainly the American peo-
ple’s attention is focused on the issue
of security. The only reason to not
bring it to a vote is we are going to
pass it on a bipartisan basis.

Unfortunately, folks have let ide-
ology stand in the way of common
sense. There is an ideology in some
parts of this Chamber that says the
Federal Government is evil and should
not assume more responsibility. This is
a responsibility that the Federal Gov-
ernment needs to assume for the ben-
efit of its citizens. The failure of the
current model, which is the airlines
running the system, speaks volumes.

The other thing that I want to say is
that we have to have Federal decision-
making on this because if we are going
to have a system that does not delay
passengers, we have to have a con-
sistent system. We cannot have one
airline doing it one way, and a second
airline doing it a different way. When
we have connections, we have to have a
consistent system. We cannot have a
balkanized system.

The airlines do some things good, but
they do not get together and decide
things very well. They cannot even de-
cide, after 10 years, what size of carry-
on should be the maximum side. That
is why the Federal Government needs
to act.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. STRICKLAND).

Mr. STRICKLAND. Mr. Speaker, we
do not want our police officers to be
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privatized. We do not want our CIA or
our FBI to be privatized. We do not
want our firefighters to be privatized.
We are talking about security here.
Our airport security personnel should
be professional. They should be ac-

countable. They should be highly
trained, and they should be govern-
ment employees. The government

should be responsible for their perform-
ance.

I think this is what the American
people want. The Senate voted 100 to
nothing. Every Republican and every
Democrat in the Senate of this country
voted to federalize this security force.
Yet we are not getting an opportunity
in this House Chamber even to bring
the bill to the floor for a debate and
vote. I do not believe that we will get
that opportunity until the American
people express themselves, until the
American people let the leadership in
this Chamber know how deeply and
how strongly they feel about this issue.

Mr. INSLEE. I yield to the gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE).

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I want to follow up on the
languishing of these large machines
that are in a number of airports around
the country. What a terrible tragedy. I
happen to know firsthand of these par-
ticular machines.

One of the reasons given by some of
the individuals I spoke to is we do not
have a physical area large enough for
the machine. That is a definitive and
defined need for the Federal Govern-
ment to step in and to indicate you do
not have one, you make one because it
all plays into securing the American
skies, if you will.

I think the next point that I want to
make is what have we been covering
and hearing about over the last couple
of days? Anthrax.
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We have not been hearing about how
do we prevent tragedies with anthrax,
or measures that would have prevented
what is occurring now. We are hearing
of the number of incidences where peo-
ple are bringing to the attention of the
law enforcement authorities about this
kind of powder and that kind of pow-
der.

Part of it, of course, is misinforma-
tion. Part of it is not understanding
what anthrax is, what it is and what it
is not. Part of it is not having the in-
formation that the American people
need to have, and this is what we are
facing right now with federalizing the
security. The American people are not
hearing what the truth is about what is
happening in the United States Con-
gress.

And though I do not expect for our
media, both electronic and print, to be
our advertisers, if this is not a time for
civic duty, to be able to make head-
lines across the Nation, when are we
going to vote on a bill passed by the
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Senate 100-0? When are we going to ac-
cept the responsibility, or the Federal
Government or the Congress, to do
what they are supposed to do and to
help move this forward?

That is the point I think should be
made tonight. I hope someone is listen-
ing. Because tomorrow we should wake
up and we should see these kinds of
headlines, because maybe if we had
seen headlines explaining anthrax 4
weeks ago or being able to explain that
you do not take an envelope and go to
a hospital, what you do is you leave it
contained, you call 911 or you call the
authorities, you do not move this
around, maybe some of the tragedies
that have occurred, we might have
avoided.

We want to, of course, secure all
these things that are happening, but
now we have a time or a chance to get
in front of this issue of security for our
airlines. How can we get in front of it?
How can we be preventative? How can
we be futuristic? We can pass this leg-
islation, have it in place and secure the
American people and secure the air-
ways for the American people. I hope
we have glaring headlines demanding a
vote in the United States House of Rep-
resentatives.

I thank the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. INSLEE. We should assure the
American people, too, that we can give
100 percent screening to make sure
bombs are not in the belly of our air-
planes and not increase the time it
takes to get on an airplane.

The reason I know that is when you
think about this, we screen carry-on
baggage already. When you go through
your little arched magnometer, you
put your briefcase or your purse or
whatever on the machine, it goes
through; and it is x-rayed. That
screens, it depends on what airport you
are in, maybe 400, 600 passengers an
hour. We x-ray hand-carried baggage
already. What we need to do is to have
screening for the baggage at the same
rate, the same number of passengers
per hour; and if we build that capacity,
we are not going to slow down people
getting on planes for 5 minutes.

Americans have an expectation of se-
curity and convenience. In this case,
we can have those both as long as we
can compel the Federal Government to
take over decision-making about these
systems to assure 100 percent screen-
ing. It takes this House to act; because,
unfortunately, the airline industry for
one reason or another has been incapa-
ble of that.

I yield to the gentleman from Ohio.

Mr. STRICKLAND. I would like to
comment on my friend from Texas and
her comment regarding the media and
the need for public exposure. I believe
it is beginning to happen. I go back to
what I have said before here. I think
one of the reasons we have not heard
more about this is there has been an
assumption, a belief, a false belief, that
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bags are currently being screened. I
just point to this editorial in the Co-
lumbus, Ohio Dispatch of today, calling
attention to this matter.

Last evening in Columbus, Channel
10 television had a program where they
discussed this need for increased secu-
rity and bags being checked. So I be-
lieve people are starting to understand
that what they have assumed for a long
time is not necessarily what is hap-
pening. And when you consider the fact
that probably no more than 5 percent
of the luggage that is placed in the
belly of a plane is checked, that is
alarming.

I have shared with my colleagues in
the past the fact that I am not even
certain that the current screening that
is taking place is at all meaningful, be-
cause at Dulles International Airport
last week, I checked in and put my bag
down, and I was informed that my lug-
gage had been randomly selected for
further screening for explosives. And
then I was asked to voluntarily take
my bag down the corridor, go down an-
other hallway, turn down another cor-
ridor, and there I would find the ma-
chine. I said to the person who gave me
those instructions, what makes you
think that I would voluntarily if I had
an explosive in that luggage, volun-
tarily, without being escorted, with no
one observing me, walk down the cor-
ridor and around and in back of this
wall here to voluntarily have my bag
screened if, in fact, it had explosives in
it? Why would I not just decide to leave
the airport and maybe come back in
the afternoon when my bag may not be
chosen at random for further screening
for explosives?

So what we are doing now, at least
certainly at Dulles International Air-
port, is meaningless in my judgment.
We need a law, we need procedures, we
need standards, we need training, we
need decent pay for these people, and
they need to be Federal employees. In
that way, the traveling public can have
a high level of security and a sense
that we have done all that we can do to
make sure that they are safe when
they fly.

Mr. INSLEE. I want to thank my col-
leagues for this safety hour. We hope
that the U.S. House listens to the
American people and give them what
they want, which is 100 percent screen-
ing. It will be a good day for the House
if we do that.

—_—

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 1305

Mr. SHOWS (during the special order
of Mr. INSLEE). Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to have my name
removed as a cosponsor of H.R. 1305.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SCHROCK). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi?

There was no objection.
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